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claim appears. Correspondence or contact between
ideas and facts does not occur as a subsequent result
and therefore as a criterion added extraneously to
the situation of truth to vindicate its claim. Corres-
pondence studied in this context is made as a nece-
ssary fitness of facts to become idealised in every
situation of truth. In this sense, therefore, corres-
pondence may be conceded to as a condition nece-
ssary for truth though it is not itself truth. But the
traditional correspondence theory of truth starts with
a rigid dualism between ideas and facts making us
bsSieve as if ideas have no element of actuality in
themselves as they have no reference to facts, and
facts are brute enough to be devoid of all ideality in
them; and truth emerges from correspondence bet-
ween ideas and facts, which are originally undeter-
mined by each other. According to this hard and
fast correspondence theory, not only the nature of
truth but its test depends on correspondence consi-
dered as contact between ideas and facts without
incipient mutuai determination. In this hard and fast
correspondence truth seems to happen to ide^s and
its test becomes an additiona! element to be tackled
on to it externally.

In the pragmatic theory of truth ideas or judg-
ments have nothing in themselves of a truth " claim
but something must be added on to them by way of
satisfaction to convert them into truth. James hsm-

seif admits that ideas and judgments are not valid in
themseives but they are validated by the satisfaction
of purpose of the agent that follows upon them,
Truth happens to ideas and judgments and not that
ideas and judgments have any claim to truth by